of the public duty regarding the built environment, thus advocating a strong role for the State in planning matters. Beyond his doctrinal influence, his trajectory is also interesting because it clearly illustrates that urban planning in the post-colonial states of Syria and Lebanon originated from former colonial initiatives and developed without breaking with the legal and conceptual framework that had been established under the colonial rule (the Mandate). Ecochard played a key role in this smooth transformation, since he was called to help in the strengthening of the Lebanese and of the Syrian planning administrations.
He participated in the setting up of new national laws and was committed for the master plans for the capitals. As a special consultant with access to the ruling elites and administration, Ecochard contributed to the dissemination of new planning agendas in the new States. But our purpose is also to understand the interactions between Ecochard and the local planning milieus. Many of the Lebanese and Syrian planners who began their careers before or during this period had been collaborators, associates and alter egos of Ecochard. On some occasions, he also provoked strongly antagonistic reactions, on nationalistic grounds or for ideological reasons. This paper will explore the diverse networks of his collaborators in both countries, and in so doing, acknowledge his and their central role in any analysis of the circulation and dissemination of planning ideas.
The Dissemination of Planning ideas: the issue of the local professionals
The spread of Modernism, and more globally, the spread of planning practices and ideologies in Southern countries needs to be seen in the context of several strands in the development of planning ideas and practice. A first landmark in research has been the investigation of the colonial policies, of which planning is considered a halshs-00424544, version 2 -4 Jan 2012 major pillar, as shown by various authors [4] . In this framework, planning has been seen as a tool for domination. Another orientation of research has been to consider the colonial planning practices as a set of experiences in places less constraining than mother countries, before implementing these practices in the motherland. Such a perspective has been widely explored, for the former French colonies, about the Morrocan [5] and Algerian [6] cases, and later on about Subsaharian Africa [7 ] .
But post-colonial circulations of architecture and planning practices and ideologies do not fit exactly in such a framework, even if obvious links exist between colonial and post-colonial practices. The study of post-colonial practices can be addressed from three different perspectives, which will be exemplified in this paper.
The first of these is a reflection on the circulations of planning ideas, as Ward has framed them in his book on the diffusion of planning ideas and practices in the early as the twenties and the thirties, and then more and more, in very different relationships between the society and the State and, the purpose of this paper, in planning cultures. First, Beirut as the capital of the French Mandate and the port city of the Levant, experienced more dramatic growth than the city of the hinterland.
Secondly, in Syria and particularly in Damascus, the colonial State has used town planning in order to impose its imprint on the city in a context of upheavals and armed resistance to the French domination. In Beirut, most decisions regarding town planning had been very soon shared with the municipality and were less militarised.
The colonial power in Lebanon also left the local as well as the French capitalist forces with less constraining and more negotiable urban guidelines than in Damascus.
Accordingly, the Lebanese capital developed in a way sometimes depicted as anarchic while its counterpart was more controlled [15 The case of Ecochard in Syria and Lebanon provides an interesting opportunity to intersect the issues of the circulation of planning ideas and practices from the North to the South with the problematic of state and administration building in former colonial states. On the one hand, the aim is to understand the itinerary of a modern architect and planner in his numerous travels from France to Syria and Lebanon, as well as between Syria and Lebanon, and between both countries and other ones. On the other hand, we would like to look at the institutionalisation of ].
iii.Ecochard as Global Planner and Architect
Ecochard then jumped to a later stage of his career. He established a private firm, first with the young modern architects Riboulet and Thurnauer (until 1958), then as sole owner. He undertook planning and architecture projects in various countries (see Table 1 ). He first reactivated his networks in Lebanon, where he was awarded several contracts and projects, but he also got commissions in central and western Africa, at the end of the colonial era and at the beginnings of the independence era, as well as in Pakistan and in several Arab or Islamic countries (Iran, Kuwait, Oman). It was only after 1960 that he also got contracts in France. As an architect outside France, he was mostly engaged in the design of schools, hospitals, universities and museums (Pakistan, Lebanon, Kuwait, Ivory Coast, Congo, Cameroon, Bahrein). His clients were mostly government but also, at some occasions, the UNO or private firms. and planning the capital city was high on the agenda, in relationship to the prospects of modernization of each country. In both countries, Ecochard's proposals were ambitious but faced opposition and were not implemented as the French planner had intended, which angered him. Yet, in both cases, Ecochard remained in the following years a prominent reference for the planners and the system of planning ideas in each countries. But his name and actions were also contested.
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i. Back to Lebanon: the last opportunity to arrange Beirut
After Ecochard had been fired from his Moroccan position, he had to rest on his previous networks in order to nurture the private consulting firm he had opened in Paris. In this respect, his Lebanese friends welcomed him and he was able to obtain several architectural projects from private clients (schools, hospitals, touristic projects…). In 1956, after the earthquake that hit the Jezzine area, the Lebanese government set up a National Authority for reconstruction that granted Ecochard's team the task of planning the city of Saida, the capital of south Lebanon, and to build in that city new low-income neighbourhoods [29] . In 1958, he also obtained commissions for planning the rapidly increasing coastal cities of Jounieh and JbeilByblos. It is probably when he worked in Jounieh that he met the newly elected Président Fouad Chehab, who lived in the area. At the time, Ecochard had written a programmatic memorandum on the principles of planning in Lebanon [30] . Chehab launched in the following years an ambitious program that probably relied on some of those ideas (and also picked up some from others studies and projects prepared in the same time, like Doxiadis's and those of the Planning council [31] ].
The call of French experts had a geopolitical meaning.
The archives reveal that Michel Ecochard never ceased to lobby the President and the administration in order to go further and to be awarded the projects' studies.
In his letters, he appears as a passionate advocate for planning Beirut, a task he had long been reflecting on [33] . At a time when Beirut were experiencing a rapid growth, Ecochard claimed to organize the growth in the suburbs, thanks to a new road scheme ].
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Ecochard had few links with the new people in authority, most of whom belonged to a new generation.
Contesting Ecochard
The 55].
halshs-00424544, version 2 -4 Jan 2012
The renewal of the milieus The sixties were also the end of an era. The episodes of the master plan of both capital cities must be understood as a sign that the newly independent States in Lebanon and Syria used urban planning as a tool at the service of State building.
Therefore, in both countries, new administrations were established that hired engineers and architects coming more and more from local universities [56 In both countries, the administrations were more adequately staffed and new planning from the mid fifties. But the foreign experts were now only a minority in a "syrianised" environment.
Conclusion: A contrasting and paradoxical Legacy
Ecochard was not a bad architect [64] but he himself used to say that he was aware his architectural work was less striking that his planning ideas [65 But one must recognize the legacy of Ecochard as a planner for the third world. Inspired by the modernist agenda of the CIAM, he attempted to apply it and then adjusted it, for the situation of the third world countries. Three of his main principles can be highlighted. First, town planning is the thing of the State and needs strong public bodies in order to crush the speculation and achieve modernisation circulation and the dissemination of planning paradigms can definitely not be undertaken without taking into account such a turn.
